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Court of Appeals of the District of Columbia. 


No. 4334. 

Lloyd Monroe, Appellant, 
vs. 

The United States. 


a Supreme Court of the District of Columbia. 

Criminal. No. 42254. 

United States, Plaintiff, 
vs. 

Ernest August Brown, Lloyd Monroe, William Dudley, and 

Joseph P. Slaughter, Defendants. 

United States of America, 

District of Columbia , ss: 

Be it remembered, That in the Supreme Court of the District of 
Columbia, at the City of Washington, in said District, at the times 
hereinafter mentioned, the following papers were filed and proceed¬ 
ings had, in the above-entitled cause, to wit: 

1 Indictment. 

Filed in Open Court Jun. 10, 1924. Morgan H. Beach, Clerk. 

In the Supreme Court of the District of Columbia, Holding a 
Criminal Term, April Term, A. D. 1924. 

District of Columbia, ss: 

The Grand Jurors of the United States of America, in and for the 
District of Columbia aforesaid, upon their oath, do present: 

That one Ernest August Brown, one Lloyd Monroe, one William 
Ludley and one Joseph P. Slaughter, each late of the District of 
Columbia aforesaid, on, to wit, the fifteenth day of October, in the 
year of our Lord one thousand nine hundred and twenty-three, and 
at the District of Columbia aforesaid, contriving and intending to 
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kill one John W. Purcell, feloniously, wilfully and purposely, and 
of their deliberate and premeditated malice, in and upon him, the 
said John W. Purcell, then and there being, did make an assault; 
and that in making the said assault as aforesaid, they, the said 
Ernest August Brown, the said Lloyd Monroe, the said William 
Ludley and the said Joseph P. Slaughter, so contriving and intend¬ 
ing to kill him, the said John W. Purcell as aforesaid, a certain 
fire-arm, of the kind commonly known as and called a pistol, then 
and there loaded and charged with gunpowder and with metal 
bullets, and in the right hand of him, the said Ernest August Brown, 
then and there had and held; feloniously, wilfully, purposely and of 
their deliberate and premeditated malice, did discharge and shoot 
off, at, against and upon him, the said John W. Purcell; and that 
they, the said Ernest August Brown, the said Lloyd Monroe, 

2 the said William Ludley and the said Joseph P. Slaughter, 
with one of the metal bullets aforesaid, by them out of the 

pistol aforesaid, then and there by force of the gunpowder afore¬ 
said, discharged and shot off as aforesaid, then and there feloniously, 
wilfully, purposely and of their deliberate and premeditated malice, 
did strike, penetrate and wound him, the said John W. Purcell, in 
and upon the abdomen of him, the said John W. Purcell; and that 
they, the said Ernest August Brown, the said Lloyd Monroe, the said 
William Ludley and the said Joseph P. Slaughter, by such striking, 
penetrating and wounding of him, the said John W. Purcell, as 
aforesaid, did thereby then and there feloniously, wilfully, pur¬ 
posely and of their deliberate and premeditated malice, give to him, 
the said John W. Purcell, in and upon the abdomen of him, the said 
John W. Purcell, one certain mortal wound; and that in making the 
said assault as aforesaid, they, the said Ernest August Brown, the 
said Lloyd Monroe, the said William Ludley and the said Joseph 
P. Slaughter, so contriving and intending to kill him, the said John 
W. Purcell as aforesaid, the said certain fire-arm, of the kind com¬ 
monly known as and called a pistol, then and there loaded and 
charged with gunpowder and with metal bullets, and in the right 
hand of him, the said Ernest August Brown, then and there had and 
held, feloniously, wilfully, purposely and of their deliberate and 
premeditated malice did again discharge and shoot off, at, against 
and upon him, the said John W. Purcell; and that they, the said 
Ernest August Brown, the said Lloyd Monroe, the said William 
Ludley and the said Joseph P. Slaughter, with another of 

3 the metal bullets aforesaid, by them out of the pistol afore¬ 
said, then and there by force of the gunpowder aforesaid, 

discharged and shot off as aforesaid, then and there feloniously, wil¬ 
fully, purposely and of their deliberate and premeditated malice, did 
again strike, penetrate and wound him, the said John W. Purcell, in 
and upon the abdomen of him. the said John W. Purcell; and that 
they, the said Ernest August Brown, the said Lloyd Monroe, the 
said William Ludley and the said Joseph P. Slaughter, by such strik¬ 
ing, penetrating and wounding of him, the said John W. Purcell as 
aforesaid, did thereby then and there feloniously, wilfully, pur¬ 
posely and of their deliberate and premeditated malice, give to him, 
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the said John W. Purcell, in and upon the abdomen of him, the said 
John W. Purcell, one certain other mortal wound; of which said 
mortal wounds, he, the said John W. Purcell, from the said fifteenth 
day of October, in the year aforesaid, to the seventeenth day of 
October, in the year aforesaid, did languish, and languishing did 
live; on which said seventeenth day of October, in the year aforesaid, 
and at the District of Columbia aforesaid, the said John W. Purcell, 
of the said mortal wounds, did die. 

And the Grand Jurors aforesaid, upon their oath aforesaid, do say: 

That they, the said Ernest August Brown, the said Lloyd Monroe, 
the said William Ludley and the said Joseph P. Slaughter, him, the 
said John W. Purcell, in the manner and by the means aforesaid, 
feloniously, wilfully, purposely and of their deliberate and premed¬ 
itated malice did kill and murder; against the form of the statute 
in such ease made and provided, and against the peace and govern¬ 
ment of the said United States 

4 Second Count. 

And the Grand Jurors aforesaid, upon their oath aforesaid, do fur¬ 
ther present: 

That the said Ernest August Brown, the said Lloyd Monroe, the 
said William Ludley and the said Joseph P. Slaughter, on, to wit, 
the said fifteenth day of October, in the year of our Lord one 
thousand nine hundred and twenty-three, and at the District of 
Columbia aforesaid, contriving and intending to kill the said John 
W. Purcell, feloniously, wilfully and purposely, and of their deliber¬ 
ate and premeditated malice, in and upon him, the said John W. 
Purcell, then and there being, did make an assault; and that in mak¬ 
ing the assault as aforesaid, they, the said Ernest August Brown, the 
said Lloyd Monroe, the said William Ludley and the said Joseph 
P. Slaughter, so contriving and intending to kill him, the said John 
W. Purcell as aforesaid, a certain fire-arm, of the kind commonly 
known as and called a pistol, then and there loaded and charged 
with gunpowder and with metal bullets, and in the right hand of 
him, the said Lloyd Monroe, then and there had and held; feloni¬ 
ously, wilfully, purposely and of their deliberate and premeditated 
malice, did discharge and shoot off, at, against and upon him, the 
said John W. Purcell; and that they, the said Ernest August Brown, 
the said Lloyd Monroe, the said William Ludley and the said Joseph 
P. Slaughter, with one of the metal bullets aforesaid, by them out of 
the pistol aforesaid, then and there by force of the gunpowder afore¬ 
said, discharged and shot off as aforesaid, then and there feloniously, 
wilfully, purposely and of their deliberate and premeditated malice, 
did strike, penetrate and wound him, the said John W. Pur- 

5 cell, in and upon the abdomen of him, the said John W. 
Purcell; and that they, the said Ernest August Brown, the 

said Lloyd Monroe, the said William Ludley and the said Joseph P. 
Slaughter, by such striking, penetrating and wounding of him, the 
said John W. Purcell as aforesaid, did thereby then and there feloni¬ 
ously, wilfully, purposely and of their deliberate and premeditated 
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malice, give to him, the said John W. Purcell, in and upon the 
abdomen of him, the said John W. Purcell, one certain mortal 
wound; and that in making the said assault as aforesaid, they, the said 
Ernest August Brown, the said Lloyd Monroe, the said William Lud- 
ley and the said Joseph P. Slaughter, so contriving and intending to 
kill him, the said John W. Purcell as aforesaid, the said certain fire¬ 
arm, of the kind commonly known as and called a pistol, then and 
there loaded and charged with gunpowder and with metal bullets, 
and in the right hand of him, the said Lloyd Monroe, then and there 
had and held, feloniously, wilfully, purposely and of their deliberate 
and premeditated malice, did again discharge and shoot off, at, 
against and upon him, the said John W. Purcell; and that they, the 
said Ernest August Brown, the said Lloyd Monroe, the said William 
Ludley and the said Joseph P. Slaughter, with another of the metal 
bullets aforesaid, by them out of the pistol aforesaid, then and there 
by force of the gunpowder aforesaid, discharged and shot off as afore¬ 
said, then and there feloniously, wilfully, purposely and of their 
deliberate and premeditated malice, did again strike, penetrate and 
wound him, the said John W. Purcell, in and upon the abdomen of 
him, the said John W. Purcell; and that they, the said Ernest 
August Brown, the said Lloyd Monroe, the said William 
6 Ludley and the said Joseph P. Slaughter, by such striking, 
penetrating and wounding of him, the said John W. Purcell 
as aforesaid, did thereby then and there, feloniously, wilfully, pur¬ 
posely and of their deliberate and premeditated malice, give to him, 
the said John W. Purcell, in and upon the abdomen of him, the 
said John W. Purcell, one certain other mortal wound; of which 
said mortal wounds, he. the said John W. Purcell, from the said 
fifteenth day of Octol>er. in the year aforesaid, to the seventeenth 
day of October, in the year aforesaid, and at the District of Columbia 
aforesaid, did languish, and languishing did live; on which said 

seventeenth dav of October, in the vear aforesaid, and at the District 
«- • 

of Columbia aforesaid, the said John W. Purcell, of the said mortal 
wounds, did die. 

And so the Grand Jurors aforesaid, upon their oath aforesaid, do 
say: 

That they, the said Ernest August Brown, the said Lloyd Monroe, 
the said William Ludley and the said Joseph P. Slaughter, him, the 
said John W. Purcell, in the manner and bv the means aforesaid, 
feloniously, wilfully, purposely and of their deliberate and pre¬ 
meditated malice did kill and murder; against the form of the 
statute in such case made and provided, and against the peace and 
government of the said United States. 

Third Count. 

And the Grand Jurors aforesaid, upon their oath aforesaid, do 
further present: 

That the said Ernest August Brown, the said Lloyd Monroe, the 
said William Ludley and the said Joseph P. Slaughter, on, 
to wit., the said fifteenth day of October, in the year of our 
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Lord one thousand nine hundred ana twenty-three, and at the 
District of Columbia aforesaid, contriving and intending to kill the 
said John W. Purcell, feloniously, wilfully and purposely, and of 
their deliberate and premeditated malice, in and upon him, the said 
John W. Purcell, then and there being, did make an assault; and 
that in making the said assault as aforesaid, they, the said Ernest 
August Brown, the said Lloyd Monroe, the said William Ludley and 
the said Joseph P. Slaughter, so contriving and intending to kill 
him, the said John W. Purcell, as aforesaid, a certain fire-arm, of 
the kind commonly known as and called a pistol, then and there 
loaded and charged with gunpowder and with metal bullets, and in 
the right hand of him, the said William Ludley, then and there had 
and held; feloniously, wilfully, purposely and of their deliberate 
and premeditated malice, did discharge and shoot off, at, against 
and upon him, the said John W. Purcell; and that they, the said 
Ernest August Brown, the said Lloyd Monroe, the said William Lud¬ 
ley and the said Joseph P. Slaughter, with one of the metal bullets 
aforesaid, by them out of the pistol aforesaid, then and there by 
force of the gunpowder aforesaid, discharged and shot off as afore¬ 
said, then and there feloniously, wilfully, purposely and of their 
deliberate and premeditated malice, did strike, penetrate and wound 
him, the said John W. Purcell, in and upon the abdomen of him, 
the said John W. Purcell; and that they, the said Ernest August 
Brown, the said Lloyd Monroe, the said William Ludley and the said 
Joseph P. Slaughter, by such striking, penetrating and wounding of 
him, the said John W. Purcell arts aforesaid, did thereby then 
8 and there feloniously, wilfully, purposely and of their de¬ 
liberate and premeditated malice, give to him, the said John 
W. Purcell, in and upon the abdomen of him, the said John W. 
Purcell, one certain mortal wound; and that in making the assault 
as aforesaid, they, the said Ernest August Brown, the said Lloyd 
Monroe, the said William Ludley and the said Joseph P. Slaughter, 
so contriving and intending to kill him. the said John W. Purcell 
as aforesaid, the said certain fire-arm, of the kind commonly known 
as and called a pistol, then and there loaded and charged with gun- 
jxnvder and with metal bullets, and in the right hand of him, the 
said William Ludley then and there had and held, feloniously, wil¬ 
fully, purposely and of their deliberate and premeditated malice did 
again discharge and shoot off, at. against and upon him, the said 
John W. Purcell;-and that they, the said Ernest August Brown, the 
said Llovd, Monroe, the said William Ludley and the said Joseph P. 
Slaughter, with another of the metal bullets aforesaid, by them out 
of the pistol aforesaid, then and there by force of the gunpowder 
aforesaid, discharged and shot off as aforesaid, then and there feloni¬ 
ously, wilfully, purposely and of their deliberate and premeditated 
malice, did again strike, penetrate and wound him, the said John 
W. Purcell, in and upon the abdomen of him, the said John W. 
Purcell; and that they, the said Ernest August Brown, the said Lloyd 
Monroe, the said William Ludley and the said Joseph P. Slaughter, 
by such striking, penetrating and wounding of him, the said John 
W. Purcell as aforesaid, did thereby then and there feloniously, wil- 
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fully, purposely and of their delil>erate and premeditated 

9 malice, give to him, the said John W. Purcell, in and upon 
the abdomen of him, the said John W. Purcell, one certain 

other mortal wound; of which said mortal wounds, he, the said 
John W. Purcell, from the said fifteenth day of October, in the year 
aforesaid, to the seventeenth day of October, in the year aforesaid 
did languish, and languishing did live; on which seventeenth day 
of October, in the year aforesaid, and at the District of Columbia 
aforesaid, the said .John W. Purcell, of the said mortal wounds did 
die. 

And so the Grand Jurors aforesaid, upon their oath aforesaid, do 
sav: 

00 

That they, the said Ernest August Brown, the said Lloyd Monroe, 
the said William Ludley and the said Joseph P. Slaughter, him, 
the said John W. Purcell, in the manner and by the means afore¬ 
said. feloniously, wilfullv. purposely and of their deliberate and pre¬ 
meditated malice did kill and murder; against the form of the 
statute in such case made ami provided, and against the peace and 
government of the said United States. 

Fourth Count. 

And the Grand Jurors aforesaid, upon their oath aforesaid, do 
further present: 

That they, the said Ernest August Brown, the said Lloyd Monroe, 
the said William Ludley and the said Joseph P. Slaughter, on, to wit, 
the said fifteenth day of October, in the vear of our Lord one thou¬ 
sand nine hundred and twenty-three, and at the District of Columbia 
aforesaid, contriving and intending to kill the said John W. Purcell, 
feloniously, wilfully, purposely and of their deliberate and 

10 premeditated malice, in and upon him. the said John W. 
Purcell, then and there being, did make an assault; and that 

in making the said assault as aforesaid, thev. the said Ernest August 
Brown, the said Lloyd Monroe, the said William Ludley and the 
said Joseph P. Slaughter, so contriving and intending to kill him, 
the said John W. Purcell as aforesaid, a certain fire-arm, of the kind 
commonly known as and called a pistol, then and there loaded and 
charged with gunpowder and with metal bullets, and in the right 
hand of him, the said Joseph P. Slaughter, then and there had and 
held; feloniously, wilfully, purposely and of their deliberate and 
premeditated malice, did discharge and shoot off. at, against and 
upon him, the said John W. Purcell; and that they, the said Ernest 
August Brown, the said Lloyd Monroe, the said William Ludley 
and the said Joseph P. Slaughter, with one of the metal bullets 
aforesaid, by them out of the pistol aforesaid, then ajid there by 
force of the gunpowder aforesaid, discharged and shot off as afore¬ 
said. then and there feloniouslv, wilfully, purposely and of their 
deliberate and premeditated malice, did strike, penetrate and wound 
him, the said John W. Purcell, in and upon the abdomen of him, 
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the said John W. Purcell; and that they, the said Ernest August 
Brown, the said Lloyd Monroe, the said William Ludley and the 
said Joseph P. Slaughter, by such striking, penetrating and wound¬ 
ing of him, the said John W. Purcell as aforesaid, did thereby then 
and there feloniously, wilfully, purposely and of their deliberate and 
premeditated malice, give to him, the said John W. Purcell, in and 
upon the abdomen of him. the slid John W. Purcell one certain 
mortal wound; and that in making the said assault as aforesaid, 
they, the said Ernest August Brown, the said Lloyd Monroe, 

11 the said William Ludley and the said Joseph P. Slaughter, 
so contriving and intending to kill him, the said John W. 

Purcell as aforesaid, the said eerlain fire-arm, of the kind commonly 
known as and called a pistol, then and there loaded and charged 
with gunpowder and with metal bullets, and in the right hand of 
him, the said Joseph P. Slaughter, then and there had and held, 
feloniously, wilfully purposely and of their deliberate and pre¬ 
meditated malice did again discharge and shoot off, at, against and 
upon him, the said John W. Purcell: and that thev, the said Ernest 
August Brown, the said T loyd Monroe, the said William Ludley and 
the said Joseph P. Slaughter, with another of the metal bullets afore¬ 
said, by them out of the pistol aforesaid, then and there by force 
of the gunpowder aforesaid, discharged and shot off as aforesaid, then 
and there feloniously, wilfully, purposely and of their deliberate and 
premeditated malice, did again strike, penetrate and wound him, 
the said John W. Purcell, in and upon the abdomen of him, the said 
John W. Purcell; and that thev, the said Ernest August Brown, the 
said Lloyd Monroe, the said William Ludley and the said Joseph P. 
Slaughter, by such striking, penetrating and wounding of him, the 
said John W. Purcell as aforesaid, did thereby then and there felo- 
niouslv. wilfully, purposely and of their reliberate and premeditated 
malice, give to him, the said John W. Purcell, in and upon the ab¬ 
domen of him. the said John W. Purcell, one certain other mortal 
wound; of which said mortal wounds, he, the said John W. Purcell, 
from the said fifteenth dav of October, in the year aforesaid, to the 
seventeenth day of October, in the year aforesaid, did lan- 

12 guish. and languishing did live; on which said seventeenth 
day of October, in the year aforesaid, and at the District of 

Columbia aforesaid, the said John W. Purcell of the said mortal 
wounds, did die. 

And so the Grand Jurors aforesaid, upon their oaths aforesaid, do 
say: 

That they, the said Ernest August Brown, the said Lloyd Monroe, 
the said William Ludley and the said Joseph P. Slaughter, him, the 
said John W. Purcell, in the manner and by the means aforesaid, 
feloniously, wilfully, purposely and of their deliberate and pre¬ 
meditated malice did kill and murder; against the form of the 
statute in such case made and provided, and against the peace and 
government of the said United States. 
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Fifth Count. 

And the Grand Jurors aforesaid, upon their oath aforesaid, do 
further present: 

That the said Ernest August Brown, the said Lloyd Monroe, the 
said William Ludley and the said Joseph P. Slaughter, on, to wit, 
the said fifteenth day of October, in the year of our Lord one thousand 
nine hundred and twenty-three, and at the District of Columbia 
aforesaid, contriving and intending to kill the said John W. Purcell, 
feloniously, wilfully and purposely, and of their deliberate and 
premeditated malice, in and upon him, the said John W. Purcell, 
then and there being, did make an assault; and that in making the 
said assault as aforesaid, they, the said Ernest August Brown, the 
said Lloyd Monroe, the said William Ludley and the said Joseph P. 
Slaughter, so contriving and intending to kill him, the said 

13 John W. Purcell as aforesaid, a certain fire-arm, of the kind 
commonly known as and called a pistol, then and there 

loaded and charged with gunpowder and with metal bullets, and 
in the right hand of one George Ludley, then and there had and 
held; feloniously, wilfully, purposely and of their deliberate and 
premeditated malice, did discharge and shoot off, at, against and 
upon him, the said John W. Purcell; and that they, the said Ernest 
August Brown, the said Lloyd Monroe, the said William Ludley and 
the said Joseph P. Slaughter, with one of the metal bullets afore¬ 
said, by them out of the pistol aforesaid, then and there by force 
of the gunpowder aforesaid, discharged and shot off as aforesaid, 
then and there feloniously, wilfully, purposely and of their deliberate 
and premeditated malice, did strike, penetrate and would him, the 
said John W. Purcell, in and upon the abdomen of him, the said 
John W. Purcell; and that they, the said Ernest August Brown, the 
said Lloyd Monroe, the said William Ludley and the said Joseph 
P. Slaughter, by such striking, penetrating and wounding of him, 
the said John W. Purcell as aforesaid, did thereby then and there 
feloniously, willfully, purposely and of their deliberate and premed¬ 
itated maiice, give to him, the said John W. Purcell, in and upon 
the abdomen of him, the said John W. Purcell, one certain mortal 
wound; and that in making the said assault as aforesaid, they, the 
said Ernest August Brown, the said Lloyd Monroe, the said William 
Ludley and the said Joseph P. Slaughter, so contriving and intend¬ 
ing to kill him, the said John W. Purcell as aforesaid, the said cer¬ 
tain fire-arm, of the kind commonly known as and called a pistol, 
then and there loaded and charged with gunpowder and with 

14 metal bullets, and in the right hand of him, the said George 
Ludley, then and there had and held, feloniously, wilfully, 

purposely and of their deliberate and premeditated malice did again 
discharge and shoot off, at, against and upon him, the said John 
W. Purcell; and that they, the said Ernest August Brown, the said 
Lloyd Monroe, the said William Ludley and the said Joseph P. 
Slaughter, with another of the metal bullets aforesaid, by them out 
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of the pistol aforesaid, then and there by force of the gunpowder 
aforesaid, discharged and shot off as aforesaid, then and there felo¬ 
niously, wilfully, purposely and of their deliberate and premeditated 
malice, did again strike, penetrate and wound him, the said John W. 
Purcell, in and upon the abdomen of him, the said John W. Purcell; 
and that they, the said Ernest August Brown, the said Lloyd Mon¬ 
roe, the said William Ludley and the said Joseph P. Slaughter, by 
such striking, penetrating and wounding of him, the said John W. 
Purcell, as aforesaid, did thereby then and there feloniously, wil¬ 
fully, purposely and of their deliberate and premeditated malice, 
give to him, the said John W. Purcell, in and upon the abdomen of 
him, the said John W. Purcell, one certain other mortal wound; of 
which said mortal wounds, he, the said John W. Purcell, from the 
said fifteenth day of October, in the year aforesaid, to the seventeenth 
day of October, in the year aforesaid, did languish, and languishing 
did live; on which said seventeenth day of October, in the year afore¬ 
said, and at the District of Columbia aforesaid, the said John W. 
Purcell, of the said mortal wounds did die. 

And so the Grand Jurors aforesaid, upon their oath aforesaid, do 
say: 

15 That they, the said Ernest August Brown, the said Lloyd 
Monroe, the said William Ludley and the said Joseph P. 

Slaughter, him,-the said John W. Purcell, in the manner and by the 
means aforesaid, feloniously, wilfully, purposely and of their de¬ 
liberate and premeditated malice did kill and murder; against the 
form of the statute in such case made and provided, and against the 
peace and government of the said United States. 

Sixth Count. 

And the Grand Jurors aforesaid, upon their oath aforesaid, do 
further present: 

That the said Ernest August Brown, the said Lloyd Monroe, the 
said William Ludley and the said Joseph P. Slaughter, on, to wit, 
the said fifteenth day of October, in the year of our Lord one thou¬ 
sand nine hundred and twentv-three, and at the District of Columbia 
aforesaid, a certain building of one Elzie Jones, occupied and used 
by the said Elzie Jones as a garage, there situate, feloniously did 
attempt to enter, with intent to commit therein the crime of larceny, 
to wit, with intent the goods, chattels and property in the said 
garage, then and there being, feloniously to steal, take and carry 
away; and that in so feloniously attempting to enter the garage of 
the said Elzie Jones, with intent to commit therein the crime of 
larceny, to wit, with intent the goods, chattels and property in the 
said garage, then and there being, feloniously to steal, take and carry 
away, the said Ernest August Brown, the said Lloyd Monroe, the 
said" William Ludley and the said Joseph P. Slaughter, did thereby 
then and there attempt to perpetrate an offense punishable by 

16 imprisonment in the penitentiary. 

And so the Grand Jurors aforesaid, upon their oath afore¬ 
said, do further present: 
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That the said Ernest August Brown, the said Lloyd Monroe, the 
said William Ludley and the said Joseph P. Slaughter, in attempting 
to perpetrate the said offense of housebreaking as aforesaid, with 
force and arms, in and upon the said John W. Purcell, then and 
there being, feloniously, wilfully and purposely did make an as¬ 
sault; that is to sav, the said Ernest August Brown, the said Lloyd 
Monroe, the said William Ludley and the said Joseph P. Slaughter, 
in attempting to perpetrate the said offense of housebreaking, as 
aforesaid, with a certain fire-arm, of the kind commonly known as 
and called a pistol, then and there loaded and charged with gun¬ 
powder and with metal bullets, and in the right hand of him, the said 
Ernest August Brown, then and there had and held; feloniously, 
wilfully and purposely did discharge and shoot off, at, against and 
upon him, the said John W. Purcell; and that they, the said Ernest 
August Brown, the said Lloyd Monroe, the said William Ludley 
and the said Joseph P. Slaughter, with one of the metal bullets afore¬ 
said, by them out of the pistol aforesaid, then and there by force 
of the gunpowder aforesaid, discharged and shot off as aforesaid, 
then and there feloniously, wilfully and purposely did strike, pene¬ 
trate and wound him, the said John W. Purcell, in and upon the 
abdomen of him, the said John W. Purcell; and that they, the said 
Ernest August Brown, the said Lloyd Monroe, the said William 
Ludley and the said Joseph P. Slaughter, by such striking pene¬ 
trating and wounding of him, the said John W. Purcell as 
17 aforesaid, did thereby then and there feloniously, wilfully 
and purposely give to him, the said John W. Purcell, in and 
upon the abdomen of him, the said John W. Purcell one certain 
mortal wound; and that in making the said assault as aforesaid, 
they, the said Ernest August Brown, the said Lloyd Monroe, the 
said William Ludley and the said Joseph P. Slaughter, the said cer¬ 
tain fire-arm. of the kind commonly known as and called a pistol, 
then and there loaded and charged with gunpowder and with metal 
bullets, and in the right hand of him, the said Ernest August Brown, 
then and there had and held, feloniously, wilfully and purposely 
did again discharge and shoot off, at, against and upon him, the 
said John W. Purcell; and that they, the said Ernest August Brown, 
the said Lloyd Monroe, the said William Ludley and the said Joseph 
P. Slaughter, with another of the metal bullets aforesaid, by them 
out of the pistol aforesaid, then and there by force of the gunpowder 
aforesaid, discharged and shot off as aforesaid, then and there felo¬ 
niously, wilfully and purposely did again, strike, penetrate and 
wound him, the said John W. Purcell, in and upon the abdomen 
of him, the said John W. Purcell, and that they, the said Ernest 
August Brown, the said Lloyd Monroe, the said William Ludley and 
the said Joseph P. Slaughter, by such striking, penetrating and 
wounding of him, the said John W. Purcell as aforesaid, did thereby 
then and there feloniously, wilfully and purposely give to him, the 
said John W. Purcell, in and upon the abdomen of him, the said 
John W. Purcell one certain other mortal wound; of which said 
mortal wounds, he, the said John W. Purcell, from the said fifteenth 
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day of October, in the year aforesaid, to the seventeenth day 
18 of October, in the year aforesaid did languish, and languish¬ 
ing did live; on which said seventeenth day of October, in 
the year aforesaid, and at the District of Columbia aforesaid, the 
said John W. Purcell, of the said mortal wounds did die. 

And so the Grand Jurors aforesaid, upon their oath aforesaid, do 
say: 

That they, the said Ernest August Brown, the said Lloyd Monroe, 
the said William Ludley and the said Joseph P. Slaughter, him, the 
said John W. Purcell, in the manner and by the means last afore¬ 
said, in attempting to perpetrate the said offense of housebreaking, 
as aforesaid, feloniously, wilfully and purposely did kill and murder; 
against the form of the statute in such case made and provided, and 
against the peace and government of the said United States. 

Seventh Count. 

And the Grand Jurors aforesaid, upon their oath aforesaid, do 
further present: 

That the said Ernest August Brown, the said Lloyd Monroe, the 
said William Ludley and the said Joseph P. Slaughter, on, to wit, 
the said fifteenth day of October, in the year of our Lord one thou¬ 
sand nine hundred and twenty-three, and at the District of Colum¬ 
bia aforesaid, a certain building of the said Elzie Jones, occupied 
and used by the said Elzie Jones as a garage, there situate, feloniously 
did attempt to enter, with intent to commit therein the crime of 
larceny, to wit, with intent the goods, chattels and property in the said 
garage, then and there being, feloniously to steal, take and carry 
away; and that in so feloniously attempting to enter the 
lfi garage of the said Elzie Jones, with intent to commit therein 
the crime of larceny, to wit, with intent the goods, chattels 
and property in the said garage, then and there being, feloniously 
to steal, take and carry away, the said Ernest August Brown, the 
said Lloyd Monroe, the said William Ludley and the said Joseph 
P. Slaughter, did thereby then and there attempt to perpetrate an 
offense punishable by imprisonment in the penitentiary. 

And so the Grand Jurors aforesaid, upon their oath aforesaid, do 
further present: 

That the said Ernest August Brown, the said Lloyd Monroe, the 
said William Ludley and the said Joseph P. Slaughter, in attempt¬ 
ing to perpetrate the said offense of housebreaking as aforesaid, with 
force and arms, in and upon the said John W. Purcell, then and 
there being, feloniously, wilfully and purposely did make an as¬ 
sault ; that is to say, the said Ernest August Brown, the said Lloyd 
Monroe, the said William Ludley and the said Joseph P. Slaughter, 
in attempting to perpetrate the said offense of housebreaking as 
aforesaid, with a certain fire-arm, of the kind commonly known as 
and called a pistol, then and there loaded and charged with gun¬ 
powder and with metal bullets, and in the right hand of him, the 
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said Lloyd Monroe, then and there had and held; feloniously, wil¬ 
fully and purposely did discharge and shoot off, at, against ana upon 
him, the said John W. Purcell; and that they, the said Ernest 
August Brown, the said Lloyd Monroe, the said William Ludley and 
the said Joseph P. Slaughter, with one of the metal bullets aforesaid, 
by them out of the pistol aforesaid, then and there by force of 

20 the gunpowder aforesaid, discharged and shot off as aforesaid, 
then and there feloniously, wilfully and purposely did strike, 

penetrate and wound him, the said John W. Purcell, in and upon 
the abdomen of him, the said John W. Purcell; and that they, the 
said Ernest August Brown, the said Lloyd Monroe, the said William 
Ludley and the said Joseph P. Slaughter, by such striking, penetrat¬ 
ing and wounding of him, the said John W. Purcell as aforesaid, 
did thereby then and there feloniously, wilfully and purposely give 
to him, the said John W. Purcell, in and upon the abdomen o? him, 
the said John W. Purcell, one certain mortal wound; and that in 
making the said assault as aforesaid, they, the said Ernest August 
Brown, the said Lloyd Monroe, the said William Ludley and the 
said Joseph P. Slaughter, the said certain fire-arm, of the kind com¬ 
monly known as and called a pistol, then and there loaded and 
charged with gunpowder and with metal bullets, and in the right 
hand of him, the said Lloyd Monroe, then and there had and held, 
feloniously, wilfully and purposely did again discharge and shoot 
off, at. against and upon him. the said John W. Purcell; and that 
they, the said Ernest August Brown, the said Llovd Monroe, the 
said William Ludley and the said Joseph P. Slaughter, with another 
of the metal bullets aforesaid, by them out of the pistol aforesaid, 
then and there bv force of the gunpowder aforesaid, discharged and 
shot off as aforesaid, then and there feloniously, wilfully and pur¬ 
posely did again, strike, penetrate and wound him, the said John W. 
Purcell, in and upon the abdomen of him, the said John W. Purcell, 
and that they, the said Ernest August Brown, the said Lloyd Mon¬ 
roe. the said William Ludley and the said Joseph P. Slaughter, 

21 by such striking, penetrating and wounding of him, the said 
John W. Purcell as aforesaid, did thereby then and there 

feloniously, wilfully and purposely give to him, the said John W. 
Purcell, in and upon the abdomen of him, the said John W. Purcell, 
one certain other mortal wound; of which said mortal wounds, he, the 
said John W. Purcell, from the said fifteenth dav of October, in the 
year aforesaid, to the seventeenth day of October, in the year afore¬ 
said did languish, and languishing did live; on which said seven¬ 
teenth day of October, in the year aforesaid, and at the District of 
f’olumbia aforesaid, the said John W. Purcell, of the said mortal 
wounds did die. 

And so the (hand Jurors aforesaid, upon their oath aforesaid, do 
say: 

That they, the said Ernest August Brown, the said Lloyd Monroe, 
the*said William Ludley and the said Joseph P. Slaughter, him, the 
said John W. Purcell, in the manner and by the means last afore¬ 
said, in attempting to perpetrate the said offense of housebreaking 
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as aforesaid, feloniously, wilfully and purposely did kill and murder; 
against the form of the statute in such case made and provided, and 
against the peace and government of the said United States. 

Eighth Count. 

And the Grand Jurors aforesaid, upon their oath aforesaid, do 
further present: 

That the said Ernest August Brown, the said Lloyd Monroe, the 
said William Ludley and the said Joseph P. Slaughter, on, to wit, 
the said fifteenth day of October, in the year of our Lord one thou¬ 
sand nine hundred and twenty-three, and at the District of 

22 Columbia aforesaid, a certain building of the said Elzie 
Jones, occupied and used by the said Elzie Jones as a garage, 

there situate, feloniously did attempt to enter, with intent to commit 
therein the crime of larceny, to wit, with intent the goods, chattels 
and property in the said garage, then and there being, feloniously to 
steal, take and carry away; and that in so feloniously attempting to 
enter the garage of the said Elzie Jones, with intent to commit therein 
the crime of larceny, to wit h, with intent the goods, chattels and 
property in the said garage then and there being, feloniously to steal, 
take and carry away; the said Ernest August Brown, the said Lloyd 
Monroe, the said William Ludley and the said Joseph P. Slaughter, 
did thereby then and there attempt to perpetrate an offense punish¬ 
able by imprisonment in the penitentiary. 

And so the Grand Jurors aforesaid, upon their oath aforesaid, do 
further present: 

That the said Ernest August Brown, the said Lloyd Monroe, the 
said William Ludley and the said Joseph P. Slaughter, in attempt¬ 
ing to perpetrate the said offense of housebreaking as aforesaid, 
with force and arms, in and upon the said John W. Purcell then 
and there being, feloniously, wilfully and purposely did make an 
assault; that is to say, the said Ernest August Brown, the said 
Lloyd Monroe, the said William Ludley and the said Joseph P. 
Slaughter, in attempting to perpetrate the said offense of house¬ 
breaking. as aforesaid, with a certain fire-arm of the kind com¬ 
monly known as and called a pistol, then and there loaded and 
charged with gunpowder and with metal bullets, and in the 

23 right hand of him. the said William Ludley, then and there 
had and held; feloniously, wilfully, and purposely did dis¬ 
charge and shoot off, at, against and upon him, the said John W. 
Purcell; and that they, the said Ernest August Brown, the said Lloyd 
Monroe, the said William Ludley and the said Joseph P. Slaughter, 
with one of the metal bullets aforesaid, by them out of the pistol 
aoresaid, then and there by force of the gunpowder aforesaid, dis¬ 
charged and shot off as aforesaid, then and there feloniously, wilfully 
and purposely did strike, penetrate and wound him, the said John 
W. Purcell, in and upon the abdomen of him, the said John W, Pur¬ 
cell; and that they, the said Ernest August Brown, the said Lloyd 
Monroe, the said William Ludley and the said Joseph P. Slaugh- 
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ter, by such striking, penetrating and wounding of him, the said 
John W. Purcell as aforesaid, did thereby then and there feloni¬ 
ously, wilfully and purposely give to him, the said John W. Pur¬ 
cell, in and upon the abdomen of him, the said John W. Purcell, 
one certain mortal wound; and that in making the said assault as 
aforesaid, they, the said Ernest August Brown, the said Lloyd Mon¬ 
roe, the said William Ludley and the said Joseph P. Slaughter, the 
said certain fire-arm, of the kind commonly known as and called 
a pistol, then and there loaded and charged with gunpowder and 
with metal bullets, and in the right hand of him, the said William 
Ludley, then and there had and held, feloniously, wilfully and 
purposely did again discharge and shoot off, at, against and upon 
him, the said John W. Purcell; and that they, the said Ernest 
August Brown, the said Lloyd Monroe, the said William Ludley and 
the said Joseph 1*. Slaughter, with another of the metal bul- 
24 lets aforesaid, by them out of the pistol aforesaid, then and 
there by force of the gunpowder aforesaid, discharged and 
shot off as aforesaid, then and there feloniously, wilfully and pur¬ 
posely did again strike, penetrate and wound him, the said John 
W. Purcell, in and upon the abdomen of him, the said John W. 
Purcell, and that they, the said Ernest August Brown, the said 
Lloyd Monroe, the said William Ludley and the said Joseph P. 
Slaughter, bv such striking, penetrating and wounding of him, the 
said John W. Purcell as aforesaid, did thereby then and there 
feloniously, wilfully and purposely give to him, the said John 
W. Purcell, in and upon the abdomen of him, the said John W. 
Purcell, one certain other mortal wound; of which said mortal 
wounds, he. the said John W. Purcell, from the said fifteenth day 
of October, in the year aforesaid, to the seventeenth day of October, 
in the year aforesaid did languish, and languishing did live; on 
which said seventeenth day of Octol>er, in the year aforesaid, and 
at the District of Columbia aforesaid, the said John W. Purcell, of 
the said mortal wounds, did die. 

And so the Grand Jurors aforesaid, upon their oath aforesaid, 
do say: 

That they, the said Ernest August Brown, the said Lloyd Monroe, 
the said W illiam Ludley and the said Joseph P. Slaughter, him, 
the said John W. Purcell, in the manner and by the means last 
aforesaid, in attempting to perpetrate the said offense of housebreak¬ 
ing as aforesaid, feloniously, wilfully and purposely did kill and 
murder; against the form of the statute in such case made and pro¬ 
vided. and against the peace and government of the said 
2o United States. 


Ninth Count. 

And the Grand Jurors aforesaid, upon their oath aforesaid, do 
further present: 

That the said Ernest August Brown, the said Lloyd Monroe, the 
said W illiam Ludley and the said Joseph P. Slaughter, on, to wit, 
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the said fifteenth day of October, in the year of our Lord one 
thousand nine hundred and twenty-three, and at the District of 
Columbia aforesaid, a certain building of the said Elzie Jones, 
occupied and used by the said Elzie Jones as a garage, there situate, 
feloniously did attempt to enter, with intent to commit therein 
the crime of larceny, to wit, with intent the goods, chattels and 
property in the said garage, then and there being, feloniously to 
steal, take and carry away; and that in so feloniously attempting 
to enter the garage of the said Elzie Jones, with intent to commit 
therein the crime of larceny, to wit, with intent the goods, chattels 
and property in the said garage, then and there being, feloniously 
to steal, take and carry away, the said Ernest August Brown, the 
said Lloyd Monroe, the said William Ludley and the said Joseph 
P. Slaughter, did thereby then and there attempt to perpetrate an 
offense punishable by imprisonment in the penitentiary. 

And so the Grand Jurors aforesaid, upon their oath aforesaid, do 
further present: 

That the said Ernest August Brown, the said Lloyd Monroe, the 
said William Ludley and the said Joseph P. Slaughter, in attempt¬ 
ing to perpetrate the said offense of housebreaking as afore- 

26 said, with force and arms, in and upon the said John W. 
Purcell, then and there being, feloniously, wilfully and pur¬ 
posely did make an assault; that is to say, the said Ernest August 
Brown, the said Lloyd Monroe, the said William Ludley and the 
said Joseph P. Slaughter, in attempting to perpetrate the said offense 
of housebreaking, as aforesaid, with a certain fire-arm, of the kind 
commonly known as and called a pistol, then and there loaded and 
charged with gunpowder and with metal bullets, and in the right 
hand of him, the said Joseph P. Slaughter, then and there had 
and held; feloniously, wilfully and purposely did discharge and 
shoot off, at, against and upon him, the said John W. Purcell; and 
that they, the said Ernest August Brown, the said Lloyd Monroe, 
the said William Ludley and the said Joseph P. Slaughter, with 
one of the metal bullets aforesaid, by them out of the pistol afore¬ 
said, then and there by force of the gunpowder aforesaid, discharged 
and shot off as aforesaid, then and there feloniously, wilfully and 
purposely did strike, penetrate and wound him, the said John W. 
Purcell, in and upon the abdomen of him, the said John W. Pur¬ 
cell; and that they, the said Ernest August Brown, the said Lloyd 
Monroe, the said William Ludley and the said Joseph P. Slaugh¬ 
ter, by such striking, penetrating and wounding of him, the said 
John W. Purcell as aforesaid, did thereby then and there felo¬ 
niously, wilfully and purposely give to him, the said John W. Pur¬ 
cell, in and upon the abdomen of him, the said John W. Purcell, 
one certain mortal wound; and that in making the said assault as 
aforesaid, they, the said Ernest August Brown, the said Lloyd Mon¬ 
roe, the said William Ludley and the said Joseph P. Slaugh- 

27 ter, the said certain fire-arm, of the kind commonly known 
as and called a pistol, then and there loaded and charged 

with gunpowder and with metal bullets, and in the right hand of 
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him, the said Joseph P. Slaughter, then and there had and held, 
feloniously, wilfully and purposely did again discharge and shoot 
off, at, against and upon him, the said John W. Purcell; and that 
they, the said Ernest August Brown, the said Lloyd Monroe, the 
said William Ludley and the said Joseph P. Slaughter, with an¬ 
other of the metal bullets aforesaid, by them out of the pistol afore¬ 
said, then and there by force of the gunpowder aforesaid, discharged 
and shot off as aforesaid, then and there feloniously, willfully and 
purposely did again strike, penetrate and wound him, the said John 
W. Purcell, in and upon the abdomen of him, the said John W. 
Purcell, and that they, the said Ernest August Brown, the said 
Lloyd Monroe, the said William Ludley and the said Joseph P. 
Slaughter, bv such striking, penetrating and wounding of him. the 
said John W. Purcell as aforesaid, did thereby then and there felo¬ 
niously, wilfully and purposely give to him, the said John W. 
Purcell, in and upon the abdomen of him, the said John W. Pur¬ 
cell. one certain other mortal wound; of which said mortal wounds, 
he. the said John W. Purcell, from the said fifteenth day of October, 
in the year aforesaid, to the seventeenth day of October, in the 
year aforesaid did languish, and languishing did live; on which 
said seventeenth dav of October, in the vear aforesaid, and at the 
District of Columbia aforesaid, the said John W. Purcell, of the 
said mortal wounds, did die. 

And so the Grand Jurors aforesaid, upon their oath aforc- 
2<S said, do say: 

That they, the said Ernest August Brown, the said Lloyd 
Monroe, the said William Ludley and the said Joseph P. Slaughter, 
him. the said John W. Purcell, in the manner and by the means 
last aforesaid, in attempting to perpetrate the said offense of house¬ 
breaking as aforesaid, feloniously, wilfully and purposely did kill 
and murder: against the form of the statute in such case made 
and provided, and against the peace and government of the said 
Cnited States. 

Tenth Count. 

And the Grand Jurors aforesaid, upon their oath aforesaid, do 
further present : 

That the said Ernest August Brown, the said Lloyd Monroe, the 
said William Ludley and the said Joseph P. Slaughter, on, to wit, 
the said fifteenth day of October, in the year of our Lord one thou¬ 
sand nine hundred and twenty-three, and at the District of Co¬ 
lumbia aforesaid, a certain building of the said Elzie Jones, occu¬ 
pied and used by the said Elzie Jones as a garage, there situate, 
feloniously did attempt to enter, with intent to commit therein the 
crime of larceny, to wit, with intent the goods, chattels and prop¬ 
erty in the said garage, then and there being, feloniously to steal, 
take and carry away; and that in so feloniously attempting to enter 
the garage of the said Elzie Jones, with intent to commit therein 
the crime of larcenv. to wit, with intent the goods, chattels and 
property in the said garage, then and there being, feloniously to 
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steal, take and carry away, the said Ernest August Brown, the said 
Lloyd Monroe, the said William Ludley and the said Joseph 

29 P. Slaughter, did thereby then and there attempt to perpe¬ 
trate an offense punishable by imprisonment in the peni¬ 
tentiary. 

And so the Grand Jurors aforesaid, upon their oath aforesaid, do 
further present: 

That the said Ernest August Brown, the said Lloyd Monroe, the 
said William Ludley and the said Joseph P. Slaughter, in attempting 
to perpetrate the said offense of housebreaking as aforesaid, with force 
and arms, in and upon the said John W. Purcell, then and there 
being, feloniously, wilfully and purposely did make an assault; that 
is to sav, the said Ernest August Brown, the said Lloyd Monroe, the 
said William Ludley and the said Joseph P. Slaughter, in attempt¬ 
ing to perpetrate the said offense of housebreaking, as aforesaid, with 
a certain fire-arm, of the kind commonly known as and called a pistol, 
then and there loaded and charged with gunpowder and with metal 
bullets, and in the right hand of him, the said George Ludley, then 
and there had and held; feloniously, wilfully and purposely did dis¬ 
charge and shoot off, at, against and upon him, the said John W. Pur¬ 
cell; and that they, the said Ernest August Brown, the slid Lloyd 
Monroe, the said William Ludley and the said Joseph P. Slaughter, 
with one of the metal bullets aforesaid, by them out of the pistol 
aforesaid, then and there by force of the gunpowder aforesaid, 
discharged and shot off as aforesaid, then and there feloniously, 
wilfully and purposely did strike, penetrate and wound him, the 
said John W. Purcell, in and upon the abdomen of him, the said 
John W. Purcell; and that they, the said Ernest August Brown, the 
said Lloyd Monroe, the said William Ludley and the said 

30 Joseph P. Slaughter, by such striking, penetrating and wound¬ 
ing of him, the said John W. Purcell as aforesaid, did thereby 

then and there feloniously, wilfully and purposely give to him, the 
said John W. Purcell, in and upon the abdomen of him, the said 
John W. Purcell, one certain mortal wound; and that in making tb'* 
said assault as aforesaid, they, the said Ernest August Brown, the said 
Lloyd Monroe, the said William Ludley and the said Joseph P. 
Slaughter, the said certain fire-arm, of the kind commonly known a- 
and called a pistol, then and there loaded and charged with gun 
powder and with metal bullets, and in the right hand of him, the sai l 
George Ludley, then and there had and held, feloniously, wilfully, 
and purposely did again discharge and shoot off, at. against an 1 
upon him, the said John W. Purcell; and that they, the said Erne 4 
August Brown, the said Lloyd Monroe, the said William Ludley an 1 
the said Joseph P. Slaughter, with another of the metal bullets afore¬ 
said, by them out of the pistol aforesaid, then and there by force of 
the gunpowder aforesaid, discharged and shot off as aforesaid, then 
and there feloniously, wilfully and purposely did again strike, pene¬ 
trate and wound him, the said John W. Purcell, in and upon tho 
abdomen of him, the said John W. Purcell, and that they, the said 
Ernest August Brown, the said Lloyd Monroe, the said William Lud¬ 
ley and the said Joseph P. Slaughter, by such striking, penetrating 
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and wounding of him, the said John \Y. Purcell as aforesaid, did 
thereby then and there feloniously, wilfully and purposely give to 
him, tne said John \Y. Purcell, in and upon the abdomen of him, the 
said John \Y. Purcell one certain other mortal wound; of 

31 which said mortal wounds, he, the said John W. Purcell, 
from the said fifteenth day of October, in the year aforesaid, to 

the seventeenth day of October, in the year aforesaid, did languish, 
and languishing did live; on which said seventeenth day of October, 
in the year aforesaid, and at the District of Columbia aforesaid, the 
said John W. Purcell, of the said mortal wounds did die. 

iAnd so the Grand Jurors aforesaid, upon their oath aforesaid, do 
say: 

That they, the said Ernest August Brown, the said Lloyd Monroe, 
the said William Dudley and the said Joseph P. Slaughter, him, the 
said John W. Purcell, in the manner and by the means last aforesaid, 
in attempting to perpetrate the said offense of housebreaking as afore¬ 
said, feloniously, wilfully and purposely did kill and murder; against 
the form of the statute in such case made and provided, and against 
the peace and government of the said United States. 

PEYTON GORDON, 

Attorney of the United States in 

and for the District of CoJnmhio . 

(Endorsed:) Criminal No. 42254. United States vs. Ernest Au¬ 
gust Brown. Lloyd Monroe, William Dudley, Joseph P. Slaughter. 
Murder, in the First Degree. Witnesses: Dr. H. E. Martvn, Patrick 
O’Brien, M. P., John White, Dennis J. Murphy, M. P., John T. 
Jackson, M. P., Howard M. Vermillion. M. P., William E. Holmes. 
M. P., Horace N. Crawford, M. P., Paul W. Jones, M. P. A True 
Bill: II. V. Hayden, Foreman. 

32 Supreme Court of the District of Columbia. 

Wednesday, June 11th, A. D. 1021. 

The Court resumes its session pursuant to adjournment, Mr. 
Justice Hitz presiding. 

******* 

Come as well the Attorney of the United States as the defendants 
in proper person, each in custody of the Superintendent of tlu; Wash¬ 
ington Asylum and Jail, and by their respective attorneys, Messrs. .1. 
II. Wilson, Wampler <fc Lynch, F. Wood and A. Siegal; whereupon 
the defendants l>eing arraigned upon the indictment, the reading 
whereof they specifically waive, plead each not guilty thereto and for 
trial put themselves upon the country and the Attorney of the United 
States doth the like ; whereupon the defendants Ernest August Brown 
and William Dudley by consent of the United States Attorney are 
granted leave within ten (10) davs to withdraw said plea and demur 
to, or move to quash the said indictment or otherwise plead as they 
may be advised. 
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Wednesday, August 6th, A. D. 1924. 

The Court resumes its session pursuant to adjournment, Mr. 
Justice McCoy presiding. 

******* 

Come again the parties aforesaid in manner as aforesaid and the 
said jury that retired yesterday to consider of their verdict returning 
into Court and being asked if they have agreed upon a verdict, upon 
their oath say that they are unable to agree upon a verdict as to the 
first, second, third, fourth and fifth counts of the indictment ; 

33 and that bv direction of the Court they say that the defendants 
are not guilty as to the sixth, seventh, eighth, ninth and tenth 

counts of the indictment; and thereupon the jury is discharged and 
the case is passed; whereupon the defendants are remanded to the 
Washington Asylum and Jail to await further action in this case. 

Special Plea of Defendant Lloyd Monroe. 

Filed October 31, 1924. 

******* 

Lloyd Monroe for special plea to the indictment herein says that 
as the records of this Court disclose, the defendant pleaded Not 
Guilty to this indictment, and as the records of this court further dis- 
close, on the 14th day of July 1924, this defendant was placed on 
trial upon this same indictment in this Court, which Court having 
jurisdiction of the crime charged, and alleged against this defendant, 
and, on the 6th day of August 1924, as the records of this Court dis¬ 
close, the defendant was found by the jury to b^ Not Guilty, and was 
acquitted of the crime charged and alleged against this defendant in 
this indictment. 

This Court in which this same defendant was tried upon this same 
indictment, had jurisdiction of the crime therein charged and alleged 
to have been committed by this defendant, and this defendant is the 
same Lloyd Monroe who was tried on this same indictment and ac- 
quitted on the 6th day of August 1924, as appears by the records of 
this Court, and to which reference is expressly made, and which record 
is asked to be read and considered with and as a part of this plea, the 
same as if incorporated herein — full. 

34 The offense of which this defendant was acquitted as afore¬ 
said, is the same identical offense charged in this indictment. 

That the indictment upon which he is now called to trial, is the 
identical indictment in the same words and figures upon which this 
defendant was tried and acquitted as herein before alleged. 

Wherefore this defendant prays judgment of this Honorable 
Court in the premises. 

LLOYD MONROE. 

T. MORRIS WAMPLER, 

R. E. LYNCH, 

Attorneys for Defendant Monroe. 
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District of Columbia, ss: 

Lloyd Monroe, being first duly sworn, made oath that the allega¬ 
tions and statements contained in the foregoing plea are true to the 
best of his knowledge, information and belief. 

LLOYD MONROE. 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 29th dav of October, 1924. 

W. W. MACKALL, 

• ^ 

Asst. Clerk Supreme Court, I). C. 


Replication to Special Pica of Defendant Monroe. 

Filed November 5, 1924. 

******* 

Comes the United States, by Peyton Gordon, its attorney in and 
for the District of Columbia, and, for replication to the special plea 
of defendant Monroe, says that, for anything stated in such plea, 
the United States ought not to he barred from prosecuting defendant 
Monroe on counts 1. 2. 3, 4 and f> of the indictment in this cause, 
because the United States says that, as appears from such indictment, 
defendant Monroe and his co-defendants Slaughter, Brown and 
Ludlev were jointly indicted for murder in the first degree in an in¬ 
dictment containing ten counts; that counts 1, 2, 3, 4, and 5 charged 
defendant Monroe and his co-defendants with a felonious killing of 
deliberate and premeditated malice and that counts 6, 7, 8, 9 and 10 
charged defendant Monroe and his co-defendants with a felonious 
killing while attempting to commit a felony; that at the conclusion 
of the evidence offered bv the L T nited States at the former trial, de- 
fendant Monroe, by his counsel, made a motion that the United 
States be required to elect on which counts it would submit the case 
to the jury; that the United States thereupon elected to abandon 
counts 6, 7, 8, 9 and 10 and to submit the case to the jury on counts 
1, 2, 3, 4 and 5; that thereupon the case was proceeded with under 
counts 1, 2, 3, 4 and 5; that, at the conclusion of the whole case, the 
trial court submitted the case to the jury on counts 1, 2, 3, 4 and 5, 
and instructed the jury to return a verdict of not guilty on counts 
G, 7, 8, 9 and 10 (which said counts 6, 7, 8, 9 and 10 were and are 
the same counts which the United States had abandoned and 
3G as to which the United States had elected not to submit to the 
jury) ; and that thereupon the jury, after considering the case 
on counts 1, 2, 3, 4 and 5, disagreed, as to such counts 1, 2, 3, 4 and 
f>, and by direction of the court returned a verdict of not guilty as to 
counts G, 7, 8, 9 and 10; as more fully appears from the record and 
transcript of proceedings at the former trial of this cause which said 
record and transcript are hereby made a part of this replication as 
fully as if set forth herein. 
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Wherefore the United States says that it ought not to be precluded 
from prosecuting defendant Monroe on counts 1, 2, 3, 4 and 5 of 
the indictment herein. 

PEYTON GORDON, 

United States Attorney, D. C. 

Motion. 

Filed November 7, 1924. 

* * * * * * * 

Now comes the defendant Lloyd Monroe and moves the court to 
enter judgment upon the verdict of the jury returned herein on the 
Oth day of August 1924, finding the said defendant to be not guilty 
of the offense alleged in the indictment. 

T. M. WAMPLER, 

R. E. LYNCH, 

Attorneys for Monroe. 


37 Motion to Strike. 

Filed November 7, 1924. 

* * ♦ * * * * 

Now comes the defendant, Lloyd Monroe and moves to strike out 
the paper writing filed herein entitled “replication to special plea of 
defendant Monroe,” because the same is not a replication to said 
plea, contains no allegations which are requisite to a valid replica¬ 
tion to a special plea, tenders no issue, and has no place in the 
record in this case. 

T. MORRIS WAMPLER, 

R. E. LYNCH, 

Attorneys for Monroe. 

\ 

Supreme Court of the District of Columbia. 

Saturday, November 8th, A. D. 1924. 

The Court resumes its session pursuant to adjournment, Mr. Jus¬ 
tice Siddons presiding. 

* * * * * * * 

Come as well the Attorney of the United States as the defendant 
Lloyd Monroe by his attorneys Messrs. Wampler and Lynch; where¬ 
upon upon consideration of the motion of the defendant Monroe to 
enter judgment upon the verdict of the jury returned August 6th, 
1924, finding him not guilty under counts six, seven, eight, nine and 
ten of the indictment herein, it is this 8th day of November, 1924; 
ordered, that the said defendant Lloyd Monroe go without day upon 
the charges alleged against him in the sixth, seventh, eighth, ninth 
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and tenth counts of the indictment herein, and that he be, and is 
hereby discharged from the offenses alleged against him in the 

38 said sixth, seventh, eighth, ninth and tenth counts of this 
indictment; and thereupon the defendant Monroe’s motion 

to strike out the replication again coming on to be heard, the argu¬ 
ment is concluded and submitted to the Court; whereupon, leave of 
Court first granted, the said defendant by his attorneys files a de¬ 
murrer to the replication heretofore filed by the United States At¬ 
torney. 

w 

Demurrer. 

Filed November 8, 1924. 

* * * * * * * 

Now comes the defendant Lloyd Monroe and demurs to the repli¬ 
cation filed to the special plea of this defendant herein, and for 
ground of demurrer says that the said replication is bad in sub¬ 
stance. 

T. MORRIS WAMPLER, 

R. E. LYNCH, 

Attorneys for Defendant Monroe. 

Memo.— The said replication does not tender any issue of fact 
nor does it set up any new matter respecting the allegations of the 
special plea herein, and does not contain any of the allegations 
requisite to a valid replication to a special plea. 

39 Memorandum. 

Filed Nov. 15, 1924. 

***♦♦♦* 

In this case the defendants Monroe and Brown filed special pleas 
of former jeopardy, and to these pleas the Government of the Ignited 
States interposed replications. Thereupon the said defendants filed 
motions to strike out the replications, and leave was also given them 
to file, and they did file demurrers to the replications. It was agreed, 
in open Court by said defendants and the United States, that the 
demurrers should be considered by the Court in the event that the 
motions to strike out the replications, were denied, and it was also 
similarly agreed that the oral arguments made in support of and in 
opposition to the motions to strike, should be considered as directed 
to the demurrers as well. 

It should be stated at this point that the defendant Brown did 
not actually file a motion to strike out the Governments replicaion 
to his plea of former jeopardy, nor did he actually file a demurrer 
to the replication, but it was agreed in open Court between him and 
counsel representing the United States that the motion made and 
filed by the defendant Monroe and the demurrer filed by him should 
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be regarded and treated as the motion and demurrer of the defend¬ 
ant Brown as well. His counsel of record also stated in open Court 
that he did not care to argue the matter but that he would accept and 
make his own the arguments made by counsel for the defendant 
Monroe. 

40 Upon the conclusion of the oral arguments and upon sub¬ 
mission to the Court of the questions raised by the motions 
and demurrers, memoranda of authorities were filed with the Court 
by counsel for the defendant Monroe and by counsel for the United 
States, and the questions thus presented have been considered by the 
Court and the conclusion reached is now to be stated. 

The case presented by the pleadings and the pending motions 
had its inception in an indictment for murder in the first degree 
against the defendants Brown and Monroe and two others, William 
Ludley and Joseph P. Slaughter. The indictment was filed in open 
Court on June 10, 1924 and it contains ten counts. The defend¬ 
ants were brought to trial on this indictment in July of this year, 
and during the course of the trial the Government was required to 
elect upon which of the counts of the indictment it would stand, 
and it elected to stand on the first five counts of the indictment, and 
it abandoned the last five counts thereof. The case was finally 
submitted to the jury upon the first five counts, and they were in¬ 
structed by the Court to return a verdict of not guilty on the last 
five counts of the indictment. They finally accouneed that they were 
unable to agree on the first five counts which were submitted to them 
upon the evidence and the law, upon which latter they were in¬ 
structed by the Court. Upon their announced disagreement they 
were discharged from further consideration of the case. 

The please of former jeopardy by the defendants Monroe and 
Brown, set up that they were found by the jury to be not guilty and 
were acquitted of the crime charged against them in the 
11 indictment. The pleas also contain allegations intending to 
identify the defendants in question as hereinbefore set forth, 
and they also undertake to identify the offense as the one of which 
they were acquitted. 

The replications to these pleas, in substance set up that the in¬ 
dictment in the case contained ten counts, the first five of which 
charged them, with the other defendants, with a felonious killing of 
one John W. Purcell, with deliberate and premied-tated malice, and 
that the last five counts of said indictment, charged them with a 
felonious killing of said Purcell while attempting to commit a felony. 
They also set out the facts of the election by the United States to 
stand on and to submit the case to the jury on the first five counts* 
of the indictment; and to abandon the last five counts thereof. They 
further set out that the case was proceeded with under the first five 
counts and that the Court submitted the case to the jury on said 
counts, and also instructed them to return a verdict of not guilty on 
the last five counts. They further set out the announced disagree¬ 
ment by the jury of the case as submitted on the first five counts, 
and of the return of the directed verdict on the last five counts. And 
the replications conclude that therefore the United States ought not 
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to be precluded from prosecuting the defendants on the first five 
counts of the indictment. 

Considering the character and scoj>e of the pleas of former jeopardy 
filed and presented by the defendants Monroe and Brown, the replica¬ 
tions of the United States thereto were, it seems to the Court, not only 
proper but necessary, in order to present to the Court the facts es¬ 
sential to determine whether or not the pleas of former 

42 jeopardy are well founded in law, and the motions to strike 
out the replications must therefore be and they are, denied. 

The demurrers of said defendants Monroe and Brown to the repli¬ 
cations appropriately raise what after all is the fundamental question 
presented by them. 

The question presented by the contentions in support of the pleas 

of former jeopardy and of the demurrers to the replications, is stated 

in the memorandum submitted on behalf of the United States, and 

concurred in bv counsel for the defendants Monroe and Brown in 

•- 

their memorandum as follows: 

“The question is exactly as stated by the Government in the first 
paragraph of their memorandum of authorities, and the point to be 
determined is whether the mode in which an offense is committed 
constitutes in law a distinct offense.” 

The question is stated by the Government in its inemoranduln 
thus: 

“The question is whether the offense charged in the first five counts 
of the indictment is the same as that charged in the last five counts 
within the meaning of the constitutional provision against being 
twice put in jeopardy for the same offense.” 

As has already been stated, the indictment in the first five counts 
charges the defendants with killing one John W. Purcell 

“feloniously, wilfully and purposely, and of their deliberate and 
premeditated malice.” 

The last five counts charged the defendants with killing said 
Purcell in attempting to perpetrate the offense of housebreaking. 

In the District of Columbia murder in the first degree may be 
accomplished by purposely killing a human being either (1) of 
deliberate and premeditated malice, or (2) by means of 

43 poison, or (3) in perpetrating, or (4) in attempting to per¬ 
petrate any offense punishable by imprisonment in the peni¬ 
tentiary. Sect. 798 of the Code. 

The offense of housebreaking is, in the District of Columbia, pun¬ 
ishable by imprisonment in the penitentiary. Sect. 823, Code. 

It needs but a cursory examination of Section 798 to perceive that 
the evidence necessary to support an indictment for murder in the 
first degree, where the killing takes place in an attempted perpetra¬ 
tion of an offense punishable by imprisonment in the penitentiary, 
would he essentfl/llv different from the evidence required to convict 
of murder in the first degree when committed “of deliberate and 
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premeditated malice,” and it is well settled law that where the evi¬ 
dence to support an offense charged in one count of an indictment, 
or in one indictment, would not suffice to support the charge in 
another count of an indictment, or in another indictment, an 
acquittal under one of such counts or under one indictment would 
not bar a further prosecution on the other count, or on the other 
indictment, if it happened that the jury disagreed as to the latter 
count or indictment. 

In an instructive opinion rendered by the Supreme Court of 
Tennessee in 1836, in the case of Hite vs. State, 9 Yerg. 357, the 
defendant was indicted for larceny of a bank note of the Planters’ 
Bank of Tennessee, “payable on demand at the Mechanics and 
Traders’ Bank, at New Orleans.” 

To this count the defendant pleaded a former acquittal under an 
indictment, in which he was charged with the larceny of a 

44 bank note from the Planters’ Bank of Tennessee, “payable 
on demand at the Merchants and Traders’ Bank of New Or¬ 
leans.” The plea of former jeopardy was overruled and the case 
went on to a verdict of guilty. The bank note in question was pro¬ 
duced in evidence and was shown to be a note of the Planters’ Bank 
of Tennessee, “payable at the ‘Mech’s’ and Traders’ Bank of New 
Orleans,” and the cashier of this bank testified that “Mech’s” was an 
abbreviation of the word “Mechanics”. 

It is evident that the case was exhaustively presented to the 
Supreme Court of Tennessee, which Court gave the question “care¬ 
ful consideration and examination,” and in the course of its opinion, 
on page 376, this language is used: 

“To entitle a prisoner to the benefit of the plea of autrefois acquit, 
it is necessary that the crime charged in the last bill of indictment 
be precisely the same with that charged in the first, and that the first 
bill of indictment is good in point of law. 1 Chitty’s Crim. Law, 
453; 1 East’s Pleas of the Crown, 522. The true test by which the 
question whether such a plea is a sufficient bar may be tried is whether 
the evidence necessary to support the second indictment would have 
been sufficient to procure a legal conviction upon the first. Archb. 
Crim. PI. 88; Hex v. Emden, 9 East, 437. If the crimes are so dis¬ 
tinct that evidence of the one will not support the other, it is as in¬ 
consistent with reason as it is repugnant to the rules of law to say 
that they are so far the same that an acquittal of the one shall be a 
bar to the prosecution of the other. Vandercomb’s Case, 2 Leach’s 
Cr. Law, 717.” (Underscoring supplied.) 

45 The Court concluded that a plea of former jeopardy in 
that case contained no ground of defense to the bill of indict¬ 
ment and was not well pleaded. 

Thirty-five years subsequent to the decision of the Tennessee case, 
we find the Supreme Court Judicial Court of Massachusetts in the 
case of Morey vs. The Commonwealth, 108 Mass. 433, speaking 
through Justice Horace Gray, Jr., later a justice of the Supreme 
Court of the United States, laying down the same rule in this 
language (page 434) : 
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“A conviction or acquittal upon one indictment is no bar to a sub¬ 
sequent conviction and sentence upon another, unless the evidence 
required to support a conviction upon one of them would have been 
sufficient to warrant a conviction upon the other. The test is not 
whether the defendant has already been tried for the same act, but 
whether he has been put in jeopardy for the same offense.” (Un¬ 
derscoring supplied.) 

In this case two indictments had been returned against the de¬ 
fendant, one charging lewd and lascivious cohabitation, and the 
other adultery. The offenses charged were charged with having 
been committed with the same woman, the charges of adultery 
covering certain specified days on which or over which he was 
charged under the indictment for lewd and lascivious cohabitation, 
although in that indictment the unlawful cohabitation was charged 
as having continued over a longer period of time than in the indict¬ 
ment for adultery. But to support the charge of adultery it would 
have required evidence that the defendant was married to another 
woman, and would have been satisfied by the proof of that fact and 
proof of a single act of unlawful intercourse, while the charge of 
unlawful cohabitation could have been maintained without proof 
that the defendant and the woman with whom he was said 
46 to have cohabitated, were married, but it would have required 
proof that they dwelt or lived together, and it would not have 
been supported bv proof of a single secret act of unlawful inter¬ 
course. 

The doctrine laid down in the Tennessee and Massachusetts Courts 
in the two cases just mentioned, is a doctrine that our own Court of 
Appeals has recognized in the case of Nordlinger vs. U. S., 24 Apps. 
I). C. 406. And while in that case they reversed a judgment of this 
Court wherein a plea of former jeopardy had been overruled, they 
did so because, said the Court, 

“the evidence given in this case was admissible on the trial under 
the first, and would have justified a conviction.” (Page 410.) 

And on page 409 the Court stated that 

“The test of the identity of offenses that has commonly been ap¬ 
plied in such cases is whether the facts necessary to conviction 
under the second indictment would have been sufficient, if proved, 
to warrant a conviction under the first.” 

Applying the rule thus recognized to this case it is perfectly obvious 
that the facts or evidence necessary to conviction under the first five 
counts of the pending indictment would not have been sufficient to 
warrant a conviction under the last five counts, as to which a verdict 
of acquittal was, as we have seen, directed by the Court. 

But if further authority were required we find it ummistakablv 
in the case of Burton vs. U. S., 202 U. S. 344, where in the course of 
the opinion of the Court, on page 380, this language appears: 
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47 “A plea of Autrefois acquit must be upon a prosecution for 
the same identical offense. 4 Bl. 336. It must appear that 
the offense charged, using the words of Chief Justice Shaw, ‘was the 
same in law and in fact.” 

And, again, on page 381, the Court uses this emphatic language; 

“It is well settled that ‘the jeopardy is not the same when the two 
indictments are so diverse as to preclude the same evidence from 
sustaining both/ 1 Bishop’s Crim. Law, Par. 1051; Wilson vs. 
State, 24 Connecticut, 57, 63, 64.” 

The authority of the cases cited, plainly requires that the de¬ 
murrers of the defendants Monroe and Brown to the replications of 
the United States to their respective pleas of former jeopardy, must 
be overruled. 

And it is so ordered. 

This 15th day of November, A. D. 1924. 

F. L. SIDDONS, 

Justice. 


48 Supreme Court of the District of Columbia. 

Saturday, November 15th, A. D. 1924. 

The Court resumes its session pursuant to adjournment, Mr. 
Justice Siddons presiding. 

* * * * * * * 

Come as well the Attorney of the United States as the defendants 
by their attorneys Messrs. Wampler and Lynch and J. H. Wilson; 
whereupon the defendants’ motions to strike out replications coming 
on to be heard is by the Court denied and the demurrers to the 
replications is by the Court overruled. Memorandum opinion of 
the Court filed. 


Monday, January 19th, A. D. 1925. 

The Court resumes its session pursuant to adjournment, Mr. 
Justice Hoehling presiding. 

♦ * * * * * * 

Come again the parties aforesaid in manner as aforesaid and the 
same jury that was respited on Thursday last; whereupon the said 
jury after hearing the evidence in full, the argument of Counsel and 
the charge of the Court, upon their oath say that the defendant is 
guilty of murder in the second degree on the first count of the in¬ 
dictment but is not guilty on the second, third, fourth and fifth 
counts of the said indictment ; whereupon the defendant is remanded 
to the Washington Asylum and Jail. 


28 


LLOYD MONROE VS. THE UNITED STATES. 


Friday, February 6th, A. D. 1925. 

The Court resumes its session pursuant to adjournment, Mr. 
Justice Hoehling presiding. 

♦ * * * * * * 

49 Come as well the Attorney of the United States as the de¬ 
fendants in proper person, each in custody of the Superin¬ 
tendent of the Washington Asylum and Jail, and by their attorneys 
Messrs. J. H. Wilson, T. M. Wamper and Abner Siegal; whereupon 
it is demanded of the defendants what further they have to say why 
the sentence of the law should not be pronounced against them, and 
they say nothing except as they have already said ; whereupon it is 
considered by the Court that for his said offense the defendant Ernest 
August Brown be taken by the Superintendent aforesaid to the 
Asylum and Jail aforesaid, whence he came, thence to the peni¬ 
tentiary as designated by the Attorney General of the United States, 
there to be imprisoned for the period of Thirty (30) Years to take 
effect from and including this date; and thereupon it is considered 
by the Court that for his said offense the defendant Lloyd Monroe be 
taken bv the Superintendent aforesaid to the Asylum and Jail afore¬ 
said, whence he came, thence to the Penitentiary as designated by 
the Attorney General of the United States, there to be imprisoned for 
the period of Thirty (30) Years to take effect from and including 
the date of arrival of said defendant at said Penitentiarv; and there- 
upon the defendant by his attorney notes an appeal to the Courl of 
Appeals of the District of Columbia, from the judgment of the 
Court in this case; whereupon the Court fixes the amount of Bond 
for costs on appeal at one hundred dollars; and thereupon it is con¬ 
sidered bv the Court that for their said offense the defendants William 
Dudley and Joseph P. Slaughter be taken by the Superintendent 
aforesaid, to the Asylum and Jail aforesaid, whence they came, 
thence to the penitentiary as designated by the Attorney General of 

the United States, there to be imprisoned for the period of 

50 Fifteen (15) Years each, to take effect from and including 
this date. 


Memorandum. 

February 24, 1925.—Undertaking on appeal to Court of Appeals 
filed. 


Assignment of Errors. 

Filed February 26, 1925. 

******* 

Now comes the defendant and assigns as error committed by the 
trial court herein, the following; 


LLOYD MONBOB VS. THE UNITED STATES. 


29 


1. Overruling the motion of defendant to enter judgment upon 
the verdict of the jury returned herein on the 6th dav of August 
1924. 

2. Overruling motion of defendant to strike out the paper filed 
herein entitled “replication to special plea of defendant Monroe.” 

3. Overruling the demurrer to the replication of the United 
States. 

4. Overruling the special plea of the defendant, and holding that 
the replication thereto was good. 

T. M. WAMPLER, 

R. E. LYNCH, 

Attorneys for Defendant . 


Service of a copy of the above is acknowledged this 26th day of 
February 1925. 

PEYTON GORDON, 

U. S. Atty. f 
By J. V. CONNOLLY. 


51 Designation of Record. 

Filed February 26, 1925. 

* * * * * * * 

The Clerk of the Supreme Court of the District of Columbia will 
please prepare the transcript of record upon appeal herein, and the 
following papers are hereby designated as necessary to be copied. 

1. The indictment. 

2. The plea of not guilty. 

3. Memo: Verdict of the jury of the 6th day of August 1924, 
showing verdict of not guilty on Counts 6-10 inclusive. 

4. Motion of defendant Monroe filed November 7th, 1924: ruling 
thereon and exception/ 

5. The special plea of the defendant Monroe. 

6. The replication to the special plea of defendant Monroe. 

7. Motion of the defendant to strike out the replication to the 
special plea: ruling thereon and exception. 

8. The demurrer to the replication: ruling thereon and exception. 

9. Memo: showing the ruling of the Court, and exception thereto, 
upon the special plea. 

10. Memo: Verdict of jury returned January 19th, 1925, showing 
the defendant was convicted on the first count of the indictment. 

11. The judgment. 

12. Memo: Appeal noted in open Court. 

13. Memo: Appeal bond approved and filed. 

14. The assignment of errors. 

52 15. This designation. 

T. MORRIS WAMPLER, 

R. E. LYNCH, 

Attorneys for Defendant. 


30 


LLOYD MONROE V9. THE UNITED STATE9. 


Service of a copy of the above is acknowledged this 26th day of 
February, 1925. 

PEYTON GORDON, 

U. S. Attorney, D. C., 
By J. V. CONNOLLY. 
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Supreme Court of the District of Columbia. 


United States of America, 

District of Columbia, $&: 

I, Morgan H. Beach, Clerk of the Supreme Court of the District 
of Columbia, hereby certify the foregoing pages numbered from 1 to 
52, both inclusive, to be a true and correct transcript of the record 
according to directions of counsel herein filed, copy of which is 
made part of this transcript, in Criminal Cause No. 42254, wherein 
United States is Plaintiff and Ernest August Brown et al. are De¬ 
fendant^ as the same regains upon the files and of record in said 

Court :'« 

* • • 

• • 

* . « • 

In testimony whereof, I hereunto subscribe my name and affix 
the seal of said Court, at the City of Washington, in said District, 
this 1st day of May, 1925. 

[Seal Supreme Court of the District of Columbia.] 


EW. 


MORGAN H. BEACH, 

Clerk. 


Endorsed on cover: District of Columbia Supreme Court. No. 
4334. Lloyd Monroe, appellant, vs. The United States. Court of 
Appeals, District of Columbia. Filed May 18, 1925. Henry W. 
Hodges, clerk. 
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